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In its present form, the Anti-Racketeering Act, or Hobbs Act, provides that whoever in any way or degree obstructs, delays, or 
affects commerce or the movement of any article or commodity in commerce, by robbery or extortion or attempts or conspires 
so to do, or commits or threatens physical violence to any person or property in furtherance of a plan or purpose to do anything 


in violation of this section may be fined or imprisoned or both. ! 


The purpose of the Hobbs Act? is to protect interstate commerce against interference by racketeering, blackmail, extortion, 


violence, and threats.” 
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Observation: 


Congress did not intend to create a freestanding physical violence offense in the Hobbs Act which makes it a federal crime to 
obstruct, delay, or affect commerce by robbery or extortion or by threatening or committing "physical violence to any person or 
property in furtherance of a plan or purpose to do anything in violation of this section"; rather, Congress intended to forbid acts 


or threats of physical violence in furtherance of a plan or purpose to engage in what the statute refers to as robbery or extortion 


and related attempts or conspiracies." 





The Hobbs Act does not apply when the national government is the intended beneficiary of allegedly extortionate acts by 


government employees.” 
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Footnotes 

Í 18 U.S.C.A. § 1951(a). 
As to the robbery provisions of the Hobbs Act, see Am. Jur. 2d, Robbery §§ 130 to 136. 
A physician, physician's assistant, and emergency room patient, who were not engaged in the interstate 
transportation of goods, or in the sale of merchandise flowing through interstate commerce, failed to state 
Hobbs Act claims against county health defendants; none of the factual allegations of the proposed complaint 
identified any property "obtained" or acquired from the plaintiffs by the county, health district, or any of the 
named individual defendants with the plaintiffs' consent "induced by wrongful use of actual or threatened 
force, violence, or fear, or under color of official right," nor did any allegations describe conduct of the kind 
of "organized crime, gang activity, or wide-ranging criminal activity" on the part of the named defendants 
that Congress had in mind in enacting the Hobbs Act. MacArthur v. San Juan County, 416 F. Supp. 2d 1098 
(D. Utah 2005). 

Z Apex Hosiery Co. v. Leader, 310 U.S. 469, 60 S. Ct. 982, 84 L. Ed. 1311, 128 A.L.R. 1044 (1940) (a case 
involving the Sherman Antitrust Act); Nick v. U.S., 122 F.2d 660, 138 A.L.R. 791 (C.C.A. 8th Cir. 1941). 
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Cir. 1982); U.S. v. Sander, 615 F.2d 215 (Sth Cir. 1980); U.S. v. Valenzeno, 123 F.3d 365, 1997 FED App. 
0240P (6th Cir. 1997); U.S. v. Elders, 569 F.2d 1020 (7th Cir. 1978); U.S. v. Nelson, 486 F. Supp. 464 (W.D. 
Mich. 1980). 

4 Scheidler v. National Organization for Women, Inc., 547 U.S. 9, 126 S. Ct. 1264, 164 L. Ed. 2d 10 (2006). 
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